
Deeabar 11, 1973 

Dr. Alfred- 
Roekof4llm UaiImr8lty 
New York, Hew York 10021 

I was interclatad to get your latter of Hommber 15th. and I hop6 
that I m not replying too tardily to b of use to you. 

I am finding it a little difficult to recreate the mood and the 
contact of that Uba Symposium. Mamy oftha points thatvmre being 
diaeuemd rather hypothetically at that tiw  have bmome Urgently 
advocated matton of policy -- e.g. tbevieioimldear that Shockbv 
ia promulgating, Aluo I find that QLI mny related isrues now that 
Ram18 Crick and I have dlvmrged very eomiderably. I am mot sure that 
I canpoiattoa gratdml in that diwmtrim 011 which I am sure that 
I hmm changed my mind, but I suspect that the quwtioxm would be 
Interpreted rather differently today then they were at that tlw, 

~lW~tCO58t?RACti~thiD~tOdO iOtO8~~OU4lOIBBOf rrJr=n 
recent discusaionr of rimilar iaeuw urd teawe it to you to relate tbm 
to that conferme& Buieally I would say that aa loxtg as we am c10 
divided culturally clssarise and racially as we am in this country 
today that the wcial bauefit of hypothetieul genetic programs that 
become entangled with clam etc., is outweighed by the ezmrmoua polltical 
coats. 

In dircwuing ruch policies as fiaaacial'incmtivw for reproduction 
I was thinking primarily of youngrtere pursuing their highur education 
but I realize that this idaa ir pretty much overt&m by the ZPG ideology 
and the jwtifieutioar for it. It somds much man racist than anything 
I had inmind at thetimQ. 

The contexthaa changed w much that it canbeverytileadingto 
read such material ae if it were written today. 

Have you e-the cowmntary by Proving in a recent ise~ of Sciemc=c? 
It ie rather eupcrflcial on the overall patterno of idwlogical influence 
on scientific policy advice but it doea bring out scme intoreetiug points 
of caution. 

Yours 8lncwely, 

Joshua Lederberg 
Profemwr of Genetics 


